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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 2-7 and 10-23 are pending. Claims 1, 8, and 9 have been canceled 
without prejudice and without disclaimer. Claims 2-7 and 10-15 have been amended. New 
claims 16-23 have been added. No new matter has been introduced. Applicants believe the 
claims comply with 35 U.S.C. § 112. 

Claims 2-7 and 10-15 

Applicants note with appreciation the indicated allowability of claims 2-7 and 
10-15 if rewritten in independent form and to overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. 
The claims have been amended accordingly. Thus, Applicants believe claims 2-7 and 10-15 
are allowable. 

Claims 16-23 

Applicants believe new claims 16-23 are patentable over the cited references, 
including Gold et al. (US 6,785,786). 

Gold et al. is directed to a data backup and recovery system. In that system, 
prior to a backup, each client sends to the backup apparatus a request including information 
representing the files to be backed up. The backup apparatus receives backup requests from 
the clients and accepts or rejects backup requests based on backup and network loading. The 
backup apparatus eliminates redundant files and indicates to the clients, prior to file backup, 
that some files requested to be backed up are already stored and stored and are not to be sent. 
See Abstract of Gold et al. 

In contrast, in the applicant's invention, a first file server (e.g., a new file 
server) and a second file server (e.g., an old file server) are provided. When computer 40 
receives a data I/O request from a work server 10 (corresponding to a client in Gold et al.) via 
network, the computer enables the first file server or the second file server to perform data 
I/O processing to storage devices equipped thereby. 

In performing data I/O processing, the second file server (old file server) uses 
a second-type file identifier specified by a work server, while the first file server (new file 
server) uses a first-type file identifier specified not by a work server but by the computer. 
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In response to a request from an administrating client 50, the computer copies 
a second-type file stored in the storage devices of the second file server into the storage 
devices of the first storage server and then assigns a first-type file identifier to the copied file. 
The computer creates the first and second correspondence relationship tables to identify the 
file to be processed by the computer. 

When receiving a data I/O request from a work server by using a second-type 
file identifier of a file to be processed, the computer refers to the second correspondence table 
to determine whether the data I/O processing should be performed by the second file server. 
If so, the computer enables the second file server to do so by using the second-type file 
identifier. 

If the second correspondence table indicates that the requested second-type 
file has already been copied as a corresponding first-type file in the storage devices of the 
first file server, the computer further refers to the first correspondence table to determine 
whether the data I/O processing should be performed by the first file server. If so, the 
computer enables the first file server to do so by using a first-type file identifier retrieved 
from the first correspondence table. 

Accordingly, by the presence of the computer, each of the work servers can 
access the first-type files stored in the storage devices of the first file server (new file server) 
even by using the second-type file identifiers. 

Gold et al. fails to disclose or suggest the features of the applicant's invention 
set forth above. More specifically, independent claims 16 and 20 are submitted to be 
patentable over the cited references because, for instance, they do not teach or suggest 
performing a first comparison and acquiring a state corresponding to the ID of the requesting 
host computer from the second correspondence if the first comparison is matched; nor do 
they teach or suggest performing a second comparison and acquiring an ID of a first-type file 
after replication of the second-type file from the first correspondence if the second 
comparison is matched. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, independent claims 16 and 20, and claims 
17-19 and 21-23 depending therefrom, are patentable. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the foregoing, Applicants believe all claims now pending in this 
Application are in condition for allowance. The issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance at 
an early date is respectfully requested. 

If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution 
of this application, please telephone the undersigned at 650-326-2400. 
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